Dear Jerry, 1 /iq/93 

^*ve read ab.^ut a fifth of Hersh'a Tlie Samson Option, tt is impressive and well- 
wrHten, predictable for liim. It is also dishonest, the reason I write you about it, I 
do not knov/ v/hether you've read it and if you have not, wtefcer you* 6l have the time to 
read it critically. I did not begin tliat viay but the farthur I got into it the more 

T 

apparent it was to me tliat he intended a one-sided account of what presume is true, 
that Israel lias the bomb# 

Affeer reading this much of the book I realized that he has been without any explanation 
of why Israel believed it required the bomb, with a single, passing mention that can be 
taken tliat^ay# This was Ike's failure to respond to tien^urion's request that Israel be 
included under the US nuclear shield. 

Along with the absence of any presentation of Israeli justification of proceeding with 
the bomb is an absence of any presentation of wliat, militariljr and politically , Israel 
faced, particularly when it was so much weakker than it now is. 

He can be excused, if one stretched, for not have a chapter on this, but I do not ex- 
i^use it and believe tliat both fairness and honesty required it. Otherwise the book is 
polished propaganda, not a full and dependable account.' 

Bdfore Truman was elected, when I was still doing radio news at what became VJGMS, 

I recall clearly that Bgypt was importing all the nazi scientists it could get for mili- 
tary projects. Of these I am clear in my recollection of missiles. . 

Iraq's hostility to ^srael is well-loiown, even historic. Did not Israel have to regard 
itself qs a potential target of Iraqi atomic or nuclear bombs? 

Until Camp David, as he does not mnntion, the entire Muslim world was in a state of 

war with Israel. Those agreements led to"laacaK Blgypt's recognition of ■Jhe State of Israel. 

^^s the only huslim country to recognize tliat state and the only not to have presisted 
; oTJ\S\.^ 

ifi a state of war with Israel. Tho/^fiave as their continuing policy wiping the state of 
Israel out. Nov; these are tilings I not only did not read where they belong in sich a book, 
up frgnt, I also checked the^jjidex. Under PLO tho index has three mentions only,^fiSe with 
any subject ifidicatod. I just thought to check tho index fir Arafat. Not there! 

NoHi^ tliis is not that large a book tliat a few pages could not have been added in faia>- 
ness and in honesty he iiad intended either. 

So we have a book that is critical of Israel for developing the bomb that does not 
tell the redder wliy Israel deciddd to develop the bomb. Nor what the international attitude 
toward it isi as reflected at the UN. ^’^or wliy the enormous expenditure^ was investted in 
deveJtoping tne bomb at the cost of so many urgent needs that could not be met and at the 
cost of fantsatic indebtedness. 

There can be legitimate disagreements over what has to be included in siich a book 






and wliat miglit iiot be* % own view is tliat on suchy^ubject all tliat within reason can 
be intet preted as relevant should be included. 

Olio tliat 1 believe he should not have overlooked I realize others may regard differ- 
e/Mtly, but it gets to the envimiiment of Israel's belief it needed the boiipb. 

iVfter all the wars the Arabs lost, when as the simple price for US recognition of 

the PLO it asked for only a statement tliat it recognized the right of the State of isi^^fal 

to live in peace witliin secure borders, the Phb itself rejected this through its executive , 

council but Arafat, under heavy , pressure , pretended to. He did not. He coulS^Save been 
vlv 4u I Icr V AW*. A ^ 

more overtly evasive and refusilig the issues^^ statement- which still would not have been 
binding on the I'LO, Hi^a:;tual staljeraent the US admihistration grabbed and interpreted as 
recognizing Israel did not. He did not mention the State of Isr^fil. He spolce only of the 
"people” of Israel. Tliat is deliberately not recognizing the r:^ht of the Stat e to libe in 
peace, as the vzorld pretended. And he soon blev/ tliat by refusing to condemn a PLO terrorist 
attack in wliich it got caught. 

To most of the readers these 6acts and so many more like them will be unknoim and thus 

from the approach he 3ia/taken and I lecall irom reviews and commentaries tliey will be made to 

' A 

liave anti-D)srael feelings and attitudes or they will have these attitudes reinforced. 

Israel did not take the Iraqi nuclear plant out until 6/81 , long, long after it was 
clear that ,-as aiming at the bomb and tliat in this much of the world had to have kRpBd 
helped it, tho world tliat sits in judgement of Israel on its bomb. Of course also the part 
of the world that pretended ignorance of wliat Iraq was up to while helping it do it. 

*^t Was not long before the world was deeply indebted to the Israelis for ending the 
iEqH bomb tlireat from Iraq. Which gives every indication of persisting iii it ai all and 
very considerable costs. Including at this very minute. 

l^hat do you tliinlc tho situation, especially our situation, would ^ve been if Saddam 
had tliat bimb to use during tlie gulf war? 

Ij^Q mentioned nothing about the other Muslim arms proliferation, of which Israel 
has to consider is available for use against it-by states that persist in non-recognition 
and in a state of weir. Notliing about tho Muslim CBW capabilities, some rather well known. 

But these dangers to Israel deserve no mention in such a book? The other efforts against it, 
lilce trying to rLiin Israel economically? 

If the state were not Israel and if the Muslims did not monopolize the world energy 
BuppMos I tliinlc there would be an entirely different reaction. Witness India and Pakistan, 
^hlna Hortli Korea. And suspects, like South Agrica. And the current situation in wlufach 
for all practical purposes tlie A/uslim world is silent about Irqq and wliat Saddam has been 
and is now doing. Including in cliallenging the UN and not living up to the agreement to 
wliich he did agree to end the gulf war. ...llersh did not begin viith honest intentions and 

.A. 

v/^liat he evolved is not honest. It is proiiaganda. 
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llersh and Tlie Samson Option- 2 J 

The fihrthu®!^ Get into tho book the more ir.terested I boco..ie in wliat it reveals 
about Hersh and luo objectives and the accuiiulatinc evidence tliat ratlier than a reporting 
j t at which he io ^lUperb, it is a politi- al argument disguised as a reporting job. 

Of interest bccaiwo ohn l-*cCone was CIA head at tlie time of the JFK assassination and 
its investigation is tiw Hersh begiii his Clmpter 6 with an account of .^Cone as a partisan 
and incomplete leaker, (pages 71ff) Hoover caught him doing that vdth consummate irrespon- 
sibility over the fccations of Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte - bber which Ambassador 
was well on liis way to starting World War II when wheeled in. 

In discussing the ultra Admiral ^wis Straus, head, and sJotra|ing him as blindly 
Ptb Israel, he reports that Straus favored raJsing 195I, to Resettle endangered 

Jews in Africa. While cox-rectly pointing out this imprinid on the rights of those living 
on the land to be bought for tliis purpose, Hersh does not note how it paraUels an e^aly" 
Hitler scheme for ridding Europe of its Jews. 

Without recognition of how it can influence his argument that Straus was blinded by 
his Jewishness, Hersh says on 86 tliat he "privately was in favor of a nuclear-armed Israel" 
while saying two pages later tliat he "remained hosilte to feonism all of his life." Can it 

be that Staaus was motivated to want 2srael to have the nuclear weapon because Straus was 
SO Zionist? 

Hersh notes on 89 that in the ClA there was fear of the loyalty of Jews so they were 
excluded from dealing ivith "Israeli issues inside CIA headquarters"and that for many years 
no Jews were assigned tb Israel. He quotes a high-ranking CIA Jews as saying years later 

"every fucJdng Jews in the CIA was in accounting of legal." 

On 96 Hersh says, quoted xn full, tliat JFK was told at a Hyannis gathering, "everybody 
knows the reputation of your fiither conceralng Jews and Hitler." He hast footnote on that 
l^ge saying that during the period in which he got his education JFK had "flew close Jewish 
/rxends," which he says was not atypical for wealthy Irish Catholics, but he has no goot- 
note saying what the "reputation" is that the father got "concerning Jews an^t Hitler." 

On 97 he quotes Reporter and JFK friend Charles Bartlett as quoting JFK as aying tl^t 
Jews had told him that in return for "paying" his "bills" they^ted control over his 
liddle ait policy. Perhaps true, although nothing about it in his spare notes. But if true 
is it unusual in any waj' - other! tlum being attributed to JTows? 

Hersh quotes Floyd Culler, an American expert after a trip to Israel's Dimona nuclear 
operation as saying "They were terrified tlu.t they'd be bombed. I was asked by an Israei to 
tise the question? of an American -Ameri-ean nuclear ambrella." 

It lter.1, doeo not .so nny oonnnc'lon bstason th. rtts.nl l„ jsnrnnte. I.rtsl snnlnnt 
.unW ntlnok mi It. dooi.ion to aoldsvo it. o» n.cl.nr protsotion he i, blind. Tl» , r 
olinon... ontcdlnd to Us mast. TUo lo tu- tIUrt ouch (snlnd.„d>'^';tnyio7fo'mrrtSrt 
f^Srth talk, .host ddnutal 3trtsn „ pnoVl.„.l „ui. n„ti.^io„iot nd n. In w ot . '' 
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nuclear-armed Icrael" but ^% 2 'sh never connects tlie two, the U3 refusal to pr^vjde nuclear 

O f *(f X I /x‘‘t 

protection an Israel's rosultinf: quest for its ovm nuclear p^rtection* O^CBiu 

seeming toergue a^aiiist providing: thifts nuclear protections Hersh quotes Culler as 

asldlnci '*\*fould tlie United States initiate nuclear v/ar to protect any country in the Middle 

East, or India, or Pakistan, or A^r^entina?" He says tliat duller sadd, "we were all in a 

bind. We have to be careful in assigning blame. **"t may be a story but there is no right 

or wrong*” . . 

^ >Tight / 

know ^erah incluJded tlie ncar^iglix or vzrong part of the quote unless he 

fear/k strong reaction from omitting it but it applies to him and he does blame in his 
writing* 



I’loreoveri^ was the question bf initiating a nuclear war to protect any country? 

Id not tlie 'Ishteii "shield" conc^'t that the promise to retaliate will discourage 
another from initiating a nuclear war? 

I am not a third of the way throu^ the book and I won'er more and more what iib— 

I>elled ^^ersh to do this book rather tlian one on many other subjects available to him* 

I continue to v;onder about his overt bias and his dishonety in the book* About him* 

For example, his lengtliy footnote on 80 reporting that out planes regularly overflew 
and photograx^ed Nazi extermination camps, his plural but he mentioned only Auschwitz by 

f* • * 

name. It has been photog<*aphed at leant 30 times. Showing "four large complexes of gas 
chambers and crematoriums* • .Bodies were bing buried in trenches or burned in large open 
pitJ. Some of the photos showed victims being marched to tlieir deaths, while others showed 
prisoners being processed for slave labor*" does not s^a that thisilave labor was per- 
floiroed at the IG Farben "synthetic oil and rubber complex" only five miles away* He does say 
that at Auschewitz 12,00(DS v/ere Jellied daily* And instead of explaining this disclosure, new 
to roe, he seeks to justify its being ignored by saying that photo-interpreters were not 
available enough and informed enough to make this out* But there was no such need because 
before then the death camps and firematoria were well reported by eyewitnesses who were i^ 
nored by the allies* V/ith the Imov? ledge that existed these pictures were confirmation of what 
had been reported and ignored* I think tliey also refute the claim made to explain away not 
bombing tJie railroad track to prevent the iitflox of more to bo exterminated: it as obvious 
tliat the slave labor was v/orlcLng at the pi^ts engaged in essential nazi v/ar prod^^tion* 
There was this adilitional reason for bombing at least the mehns of getting the slave labor 
there, liersh also discloses that bombers flew over at least 30 times* Sq there was plenty 
of opportunity to at the same time reduce nazi v/ar sup^pases supplies and human fuel for the 
crematoria* It did not even require special flightd- thei'C v/ero^^-ttec^^. 

IJrLo is the ifersli of My Lai? £3; is it a Heine-like Jew, a z^iS-hating Jev/ or one with 
some special ^ ax of a diflerent kind to gring;? iS it o/ay that he is anti-Israel? 



li^ 3 h becinc liio Chapter 9 by roportinc that uhen *^miedy could not Be-Gurion to 
say v/liat he wanted )iixa to say he ■ “to help Get Be 2 i-Gurion.,.oui of office.” The first 

step v^a* to iiJ^ivito a political rival, Golda iiejuo^t a Iq/ijife visit at Palm Beach. 11?) 

Ilersh says tliat JFK "made an extraordinary private conu:dtment to Israel's defense, “V/e 
are askinG tlie coopei'ation of Israel. •• .not unfriendly to Israel; but in order to help 
more effectively I think it is quite clear that in case of an invasion the United States ^ 
would come to the supi>ort of Israel. .."1 17-6) 

As Hersh fails to note, as a “private coraniitnient” tliis had no meaninG after JFK was 
out of office and need not have wliilo he was President. Moreover, depending on the capabili- 
ties of any invading force (s), coLdng to Israel's aid after invasion liad to be r^arded 
bd^ Israeli's as perhaps being too late. ( to .My 

And, of course, Israel was invaded eoid it got no military forces froia the. US to help 
it and the wars demonstrated tliat help could always be too late. 

It is not easy to believe that the US would go to v;at against the world's pettol- 
eum monopoly or would have then. 

When Egypt, Syria and Irqq combined in the Afab Federation Ben-Gurion proposed that the 
US abd USSR jointly and publicly dec^lre the territorital integrity of every Middle Eastern 
state. JFK would not. V/hen •‘^en-Gurion then wrote him, “my people have a right to exist ... 
and this existence is in dxingor** JFK again refused to sign a security pact. This told 
B-G's party to get rid of liim, Hersh says. 

In discussing LBJ's closer ties to Jews and stronger feelings and the reason for tiiem- 
his trip to a crematoriaV Hersh says wlmt I dn not recall loiowing, that ^’rich LeinsdArf 
was about to be deported by the US when LBJ prevented that, 

Hersh does not evaluate this “extraordinary private epmmit ment“ he s.-^ys Jl'K gave 
B-G. He docs not note that v/hen Israel was invaded the US did not get 4nilitarily involved, 
as JFIC promised, and he has no observation about the US refusal to put any gi.arantteg on 
paper and how Israel could interpret that and wliy the US didn't* 

Xza Yet without comment and v/ithout any notes^liis is part of Hersh' s argument 
Ht^port -ol' Israel not developing the bomb for its own protection. 

it not obviQ*uG tliat if JITC not dare put his promise in writing there was 

little cliance of his daring to iiiplimunt it? Hersh lias no observation on whether or not 
this could or sliould have madoTSeSThose Israelis doternjinod .to develop their bomb 
Killing or unwilling to give tlie pit).inir.e 'any real meaning for Israel. 

\K || ^ 

Cf^^pter 10 is tlie title cliapter. The Samson Option. H'w writes it to give tho impression 
this is how those Israelis who wanted the bomb actually thought and 8i>oke of tliat^extfenity 
but tliis is not true: “In its place, argued the nuclear advocates, v/ould be th€ Samson 
Option. Somsoh, according to the Bible. . .cried out, 'Let my soul die with the Philistines^' 
(l^age 157)iIo consludes t. in paragraph v/itU a sinllar nugf^ostion, “For Israel's nuclear 



Ilerah # 2, jk\{^ A 



rmeiear advocates, tlie Samson Option become another v/ay o.^ paying;, * Never again*. Here 

PrU 

ho has a footAlote to a Podliorctz Commentary essay in i;iiich..^Jjro offers tlie opinion that 

i;^ there were a war in wliich Israel was hopelesy^ it would do as Samson did, not do 

a Masada of mass suicide, 'iiie closest tiling to a source in his notes is ‘‘For a discussion 

of the Samson and Masada psychologies see "A. Psycho-Hj.story of Zionism" ..•• '* The hunber 

of books in his text and oourCes is considerable, so I v/onder hov/ ho had the time for a 

book with tlrLs title, or wlietlier he vjqj att^cted to it by its title. 

VHiile as ^ indicted he at no point gives any explanation of why those Israelis who 
A 

opted tlxe nuclear weapon did so and at no point malces any effort to state iirhat the nuclear 

interest/situation was in the Muslim world, from time to time a bit creeps in. For example 

at the beginning of this chapter he quotes a*Hayan article published 4/6J or well before 

\ 

Israel had made any real progress on having a nuclear bomb, as" urging ±e± the Israeli arms 
ind-^stry to keep pace with Egyptian President Carnal Abdel Nasser's effort to buiidi nuc- 
clear weapons. "(page 129 )Hg has not iiet given hie reader any real understanding of Nasser 
as a person or leader or of his policies. But without that, is it not enough tliat Nasser 
sought the bomb for Israel to feel tliat at least as a deterent it also needed the bomb? No 
discussion of this by Hersli. No mention# 

On 138 tlersh says that *'A major complication in the debate (over whether to develop 
the bomb by Israel), seemingly, was the Arab and Israeli press which routinely published 
exaggerated accounts of each side * s veapons of mass estruction. In Israel there were 
alarmist accounts of Chinese support for an Egyptian nuclear b^mb# ....” Hersh has no 
single quotation or citation of any such stories in the Israeli press. But do not the sub- 
sequent wars reflect that the Arabs*?ere ver^well supplied with advanced weaponry, es- 
pecialli^ planes and tanks? Was not the USSR stocking them all? And he vrote this after he 
loiew that the Scuds had exploded over Israel in the gulf war and afte< it was well Icnown 
that China and otlier powers like North Korean were stocking Syria with missiles of longer 



T 

range than the Scuds. - Hong-arH ^ Saudi Arabia obtained from the US planes that could enable 



it to bomb Greece . tliat mucl^^oaded range. 

It is not^^ily Nasser about whom ^ersh gives his reader not a word to this point, 
through Chapter #/% lias no tiling on any of them, the Saddams, v/hose name is not mentioned in 
tiie book once, or Asad, also not mentioned (Correction, there is a single mention of Saddam 
Hussein on page 31 7 1 his epilogue, where he says tliat on the seolnd day of the v;ar Sadtlam 
launched 0 scuds at Israel) of King Hussein, on 289 he says it was Ariel Sharon* s hope to 
Kxdrht o\/erthrov; him and make Jordan a Palestinian state .No mention of Gadliafi under any 
srjelling of vihich I know. Libya is not mentione;: at all, not its tyi^int or its CBW arms euid 
plants. Nono of tliis and more if I searched, I*m sure, in a book supposedly examining the 
Israel developuient and i>ossession of nuclear weapons, with the title yet of The Samson 
Option so clearly cribL>cd from uliat apn ars to be a work of amateur shrinkery published in 
1975 by th^prestigious house of Mason J. Cliarter, in New York! 




Uio cliapter 11, "Playinc tho Uame," is on iVneleton. -^t lias rem.,rkabl|jf few sources 
and none for some direct quotations. Some of it is new to roe and I'd like to know the 
source? Includinc of direct quotations. Wliat made me wonder is that much as he knows 
ailout /mglcton he has no source for his statement that it was Angleton who received the 
CIA intelligence on Israel. was head of counterintelligence, not intelligence and nor- 



nally intel3J.g6nce would be routed to that component* 

In Chapter 12, "The Ambassador," he has brief mention of the Israeli attack on our 
spy ship the Idberty. lie quotes a cable'from our ambassador saying»“Uree strongly that we 
t^o avoid publicity* (As Israel li ad sought to do.) [Liberty * si pronimity to scene could 
feed Arab suspicions of U*S.^Isreal collusion r. . * (his omission) Israelis obviously 
shocked by error and tender sincere apologies;^. (PagCJ 166)^^ 

On tho begins this short section saying that the Liberty » a naval 



intelligence ship, "had been monitoring Middle East counuunications traffic in international 
Waters off the coast of Israel and had been ideniified as an Anerican slrLp before the 
attack**,*" In tho text ^^rsh has no explanation of the attack but in a footnote - on Clark 
Cliff ordl - it quotes him as not crediting Israel's cl^im of error* (Neither do I!) But 
having said that the sliip flew an American flag and had been identified as American and 
then that the "error" explanation is not credible when he says nothing else it is a deli- 
berate attack on Israel* lie quotes the Ambassador as saying that Arabs could suspect 
collusion witli Israel but says nothing at all about the ship monitoring Israeli communi- 
cations when Israel was involved in a v/ar in which he o^uld be wiped out* (it was on tlie 
third day of tli^dwar^ The Israeli pilots had to assume tliat their communications were 
being monitored and tliat it was by or for their enemies and even had to wonder whether 
it was a US ship or an Arab ship flying the US flag. The ship had no business being there 
on such a mission without arranging for the Israelis to know why it was there and pers- 
suading it that it was not spying on Israel's communications* Avoiding the incitation 
against Israel he published vjould have required bjit one sentence and the book bad plenty 
of room for that* 

Reilumed l/21 I see no point in cont^g with long detfiils or comments and I'll njake 
fewer. But I caniiot omit his'eeyini^^^ 1?5~ fer the US not to keep a President's promise, 
the US "failed to respond to Passer's closing of the Strait of Tiran and blockade of 
Elat. Israeli foreign ministry docuraontd showed that Dwight Eisenhower had promised in 
writing after the Suez debacle in 1956 tliit the United States would use force, ifi nec- 
essary, to fteep the strait open. Israel called on "Jolinson to Iteep tliat comidtraent after 
Nasser's blocltade and felt Uotrayed upon learning tliat the State Department con-sidered 
Eiaenljower' s com.-:dtment to liave expired with Eisenhower left office in early 1961. ‘^nly 
a treaty ratified by tho U.S. Senate was binding on subsequent administrations...." 

Yet as noted earlier, Hersh had the exact opposite position re a JTTv. promise. 



This was, as ho siyrs, a month bofor e tlie Six -Day war - aS lie says - and he does not 
say tliat it did or could tric.'rer tliat war,S3ih or whotlier wlmt ^Eypt did was an act of war. 

Without comraont or explanation, he reports tliat tho UlS"embareood all anny deliveries 
to I.irael for 1315 days wliile the Soviets continued to resupply ‘fheir allies, the Arabs. 

Tias liad no bearing on any Israeli effort to develop The ^ombTOr belief it had to? 

Ue even lies, and it is a lie, in the very becinnine o^ Chapter 15, to cover the 
perfidy of Albion. He refers to "tho Jewish struggle after M<5«ld War II against the British 
mandatory power in Palestine. The British authorities liad angered DateLd Ben Burion and liis 
followers by iniSsting tliat they adher to the strict limitations on Jewish immigration to 
Palestine tliat were set in 1939, after three years of Arab revolts." In fact the ■“iditish 
refused to permit the number of Jews witliin those "strict limitations# to enter Palestine. 
Ue melds time, treating before and after World V7ar II as one period and in this makes no 
mention of^the fact that those denied permission to emigrate from Europe within the quota 
were incix^ated by Hitler and as of tliat era has wliat came after the war, "the outgunned 
members of the Uagannah, the Jewish underground, began the inevitable guerrilla war 
against British troops. "(l 95) This is more reprehensible because in the priod he omits, 
of the Warf as with World War I, Palestinian Jews fought valiantly with the British while 
most of tho Axabo of the area were behind Hitler. 

Th^ is not sloppy ivriting, Bersh is not a sloppy writer. It is a deliberate deception 
and fiasrepresentation. Koreover, as he may say later, "the underground" did not consist 
of the Hagannah. 



Resumed 1/23= In reading his account of the 1973 war in Ids "Nuclear Blactonail" chapter 
pages/ 225 ff Ivas surprised to note tliat he avoided giving any meaningful account of the 
romarlcable military performace of iko sur prised and unmobilized Israeli forced. I then 
remembered ttot he handled the Wife 1967 war the same way. To me this is surprising for 
a number of reasons, including ttot it could be an argument that Israel did not need^Uwa 
omb. It would have talcen only a few sentences to ^ive his readers an idea of the remarkable 
nalrtaiy perforiaooce of the greatly outnumbered and under-equipped Israftli forces so that 
other than his ar;„t for their not having tho bomb the reader could learn more about the 
actifalrties of that area and that dispite. Be does make passing reference one Israel 

crossing the Suez canal but he at no point indicates the number of prisoners they took, the 
plane, tanJa and even ar.ues they ^doa.troyed or the casualties. V/itliout the epilohue he 
added, in paperback format t:is bo.,k has only 315 so space was nht a consideration. 

t :e,..ms as though in all rospects save for making tho bomb he intends to d-precate Itrael 
and just aliout all tilings lora.li. 

llis account of the Mixon/lCissinger reaction to the nuclear blacWl by Israel Hersh 

alleges id new to i,® and is interesting. lie salts Israel said it would uss the blmb, would 

liave to, if its conventional aims lost in the earliest hioments of the 1973 war were not 
replaced. 
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ilot until ti;o vor;.’ oiiii docn llorah offoi’ any Gxjjlaiiation of or rcaoon for Israel's 
i^aldnc tlie onomous and very dancorous (for it) inve^ ^nont in imvine its own ^oiab. On 
iw;,.-e 310, next to tlie last in Ms ipilocue, he rcjfers to the ^ulf War,«uarantees m/aninc 
"little; no Jews liad boon Idlledby ijoison gas since Treblinka and .wuschv/itz and Israel, 
after all, liad built its boub no it would novo;- liave to dej)dnd on the goodwill of others 
ulhen the lives of Jews were being threatened.'.! 

The very last sentence ifJ tliis epilogue bears on this:"Tlio Sanson Optinion is no 
longer the only nuclear option available to Ini’ael," 

In sfbrt,^^after coiap4eting a very anti-ID;;rael book for wliich he wai certain to get 
considerable international attentinn does he niake even a gesture at putting the entire 
book in aisy context, lie doea not give his reader or reviewers any reason to believe that 

it was not all lOQ..^ madness and irresponsibility until after his mind-poison has had its 
effect. 

Earlier ^I^n^ed tlio inadequacy, an understatement, of his notes and citations of 
sources and Uaa/larce degree their total absence where they appear to be most necessary. 

This morning, ny reading including las last two chr.ptersjSi his Epilggue and the Afterword 
to the Vintage edition, 1 began to believe and I do believe that his book is really an 
operation of essentially United States intelligence, with some involvement of some in 
Israeli intelligence or opposition politics or both. 

This would account for the absence of the urgently needed, in most cases, notes on 
the unnamed and unidentii'ied sources for most of the content of this book. 

In this I did not bother to check the inadequate notes, 

and in looking at them now see^t^ take up les;i than a page, I came to believe that even 
it he had a massive research staff it does not seem possible for ifc to'^^v^read all the 

sources lie does oite, many in the text, not notes, and his brief (pa.ge 32y);iOknowledgementa 

do not refer to any rosoarcli ^elp# 

1 

Perhaps relevant, perhaps not/, his last two chapters are on the Pollard case in the 
US and Vanunu's loakin-g of Israeli nuclear information in Eondon, this a very brief chapter, 
‘•^uch of t!io Pollaynaterial has no direct connection, but I think I'd have included itj, too. 
.oiong the to me r(4arkablo Imdssions iii his handlin,- of tliat is any reference t^thf^Lerity 
of the sentence, -'iiio alao is consistent with^liis serving US^ government interests in Ms book. 

With Uersh there is a precedent. Colby skected liim or all reporters to use in getting 
a.-.u getting rid of Angleton an.l Ms disclosures he believed necessary for the health of the 
CIA, for the disclosure of its "fa.,dly as 1 recall the phrase. -‘Mle tMs may not 

liavc hapjiened, ^ believe it in the Motory of tliis book and it docs explain the unquestioned 
oMssions^of many, possibly most sources and the absence of citing direct quotations of 
coMtrover;*ial nature to any nource*^ 

If tliis book did not liave tliis origin, it would have been impossible without intelligency- 
agoiicy lielp the signs of wliich perm . ate the book. | ^ 






